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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -24 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, USC code not included in this action can be found 
in the prior Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1-10, 14-21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Togawa et al.(hereafter "Togawa") [U.S. Pat. No. 7252198]. 

4. As to claim 1, Togawa teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: an 
electronic mail server device [e.g., 1 la-1 lb, 13a-13b, Fig. 15A-D; note that Togawa also teaches 
that 11a and 13a, likewise 1 lb and 13b can be combined as one mail server (see 11a' and 1 lb', 
Fig. 22 or col. 22, lines 15-19)] comprising: 

means for receiving an electronic mail [e.g., Fig. 15A-D]; 

means for determining whether a prescribed processing condition is satisfied in 
accordance with the received electronic mail [e.g., whether a corresponding new address is 
present and whether the mail size exceeds the destination device's limit]; and 
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means for controlling to execute a prescribed processing to the received electronic mail 
when the prescribed processing condition is satisfied [e.g., S704-S71 1, Fig. 7], 

5. wherein the means for determining includes storing a relationship between a plurality of 
prescribed processing conditions related to the received electronic mail [e.g., D30, D50, D70 and 
D90 Fig. 19], a plurality of processings corresponding to respective prescribed processing 
conditions that may be performed in response to the means for determining making a 
determination that the prescribed processing condition is satisfied, and a plurality of conditions 
that specifically define the plurality of prescribed processing conditions for each of a plurality of 
destinations of the received electronic mail [e.g., D40, D60, D80, D100 and Dl 10, Fig. 19], and 

wherein the means for controlling executes any one of the plurality of prescribed 
processings in response to the means for determining making a determination that the prescribed 
processing condition is satisfied [e.g., the flow charts of Figs. 7-9 and 19 represent a relationship 
between a plurality of prescribed processing conditions of a received email that may be 
performed in response to determining certain processing condition is satisfied]. 

Togawa does not specifically teach that the relationship between the plurality of 
prescribed processing conditions, the plurality of processings corresponding to respective 
prescribed processing conditions, and plurality of conditions that specifically define the plurality 
of prescribed processing conditions for each of a plurality of destinations of the received 
electronic mail is stored in a table. 

However, forming a execution - condition relationship on a table is well known in the art 
of problem-solving or diagnostic procedures. In presenting the response strategy of a plurality of 
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email problems at a server, Togawa shows in Figs. 7-9, 15 and 19 detailed condition checking 
and responding steps, together with the use of various managing tables and environment 
information tables [e.g., Figs. 4 and 16]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art of programming to store the aforementioned condition-processing relationship in a table 
because table representation (such a database) is a proven technique to information management. 

6. As to claim 2, Togawa further teaches that the prescribed processing condition is when a 
size of the received electronic mail or an attached file exceeds a prescribed value, and when the 
means for determining determines that the size of the received electronic mail or the attached file 
exceeds the prescribed value [Abstract], the means for controlling executes at least one of 
presecibed processings: (a) dividing and forwarding the electronic mail [e.g., DUO, Fig. 19]. 

7. As to claim 3, Togawa further teaches that the plurality of conditions that specifically 
define the prescribed processing condition are sizes of the electronic mail or the attached file is a 
value specific to each electronic mail address or each domain of a destination of the electronic 
mail [e.g., Figs. 15 and 19]. 

8. As to claims 4 and 6, Togawa further teaches that the prescribed processing condition is 
when an attached file of the received electronic mail is a specific format, and when the means for 
determining determines that the attached file of the received electronic mail is the specific format 
[e.g., compressed in a specific form], the means for controlling executes at least one of 
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prescribed processing: (a) converting the attached file into a prescribed format and forwarding 
[e.g., col. 18, lines 61-67]. 

9. As to claims 5 and 7, Togawa further teaches that the specific format is a format which 
the plurality of conditions that specifically define the prescribed processing conditions are 
respective formats which are specific to each electronic mail address or each domain of a 
destination of the electronic mail [i.e., for the same reasons described in the rejection of claim 1, 
converting an email into an acceptable format to the receiver can be stored in Togawa's table 
showing the plurality of actions in response to prescribed conditions]. 

10. As to claim 10, Togawa further teaches that the prescribed processing condition is when 
specific data is included in the received electronic mail [i.e., old mail address], and when the 
specific data is included in the received electronic mail, the means for controlling executes at 
least one of following processing: (a) removing the specific data from the electronic mail and 
forwarding the electronic mail [e.g., col.2, lines 36- 42; that is, if a mail's address has been 
updated, remove the old mail address and forward the mail to the new mail address]. 

11. As to claim 14, Togawa further teaches that the prescribed processing condition is when 
receiving a plurality of divided electronic mails, and when receiving the plurality of divided 
electronic mails, the means for controlling restores the received plurality of divided electronic 
mails into one electronic mail, and forward the electronic mail [Figs. 8-10]. 
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12. As to claim 15, Togawa further teaches that the means for controlling receives data 
which defines the processing condition and processing corresponding to the processing condition 
from a remote device under a prescribed communication protocol [e.g., paragraph 10;, i.e., the 
content of preference information is entered by remote subscribers]. 

13. As to claims 8-9, 16-21 and 24, since the features of these claims can also be found in 
claims 1-2, 4, 6-7, 10 and 14, they are rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of 
claims 1-2, 4, 6-7, 10 and 14 above. 

14. Claims 11-12 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Togawa et al.(hereafter "Togawa")[U.S. Pat. No. 7252198], as applied to claims 1-10, 14-21 and 
24 above, further in view of Katsikas [U.S. PGPub 20050188045]. 

15. As to claim 11, Togawa does not specifically teach the prescribed processing condition 
is when a transmitter terminal of the received electronic mail is a specific address or a specific 
domain, and when the means for determining determines that the transmitter terminal of the 
received electronic mail is the specific address or the specific domain, the means for controlling 
executes at least one of prescribed processing: 

(a) forwarding the electronic mail to a prescribed destination; (b) returning the electronic mail to 
the transmitter terminal; (c) blocking a reception of the electronic mail; and (d) printing the 
electronic mail. 
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However, Katsikas teaches that when the received mail is determined to be a spam, 
forward the mail to a prescribed destination [e.g., 211, Fig. 4B]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to add the aforementioned spam mail processing in Togawa's relationship table (as 
one of the plurality of mail conditions) with a corresponding prescribed processing such as 
forwarding the spam mail to a prescribed destination because adding spam mail handling in 
Togawa's system would expand the system's capability of handling spam mail further prevent 
Togawa's users from receiving undesirable mails. 

16. As to claim 12, Katsikas further teaches that the prescribed processing condition is when 
a transmitter terminal of the received electronic mail is neither a specific address nor a specific 
domain, and when the transmitter terminal of the received electronic mail is neither the specific 
address nor the specific domain, the means for controlling executes at least one of following 
processing: (a) forwarding the electronic mail to a prescribed destination [e.g., Katsikas: 
paragraphs 25 and 34-35]. 

17. As to claim 22, since the features of this claim can also be found in claims 1 and 1 1, it is 
rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claims 1 and 1 1 above. 

18. Claims 13 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Togawa et al.(hereafter "Togawa")[U.S. Pat. No. 7252198], as applied to claims 1-12, 14-22 and 
24 above, further in view of Official Notice . 
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19. As to claim 13, Togawa does not specifically teach what to do when failing to forward 
the received electronic mail. 

However, Official Notice is taken that it is well known fail-to-delivered emails are 
normally returned to their respective senders. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to return a fail-to-delivered email back to its sender because it alerts the sender of the 
failure such that new delivery method may be attempted. 

20. As to claim 23, since the features of this claim can also be found in claims 1, 13 and 17, 
it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claims 1,13 and 17 above. 

21. A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3 (three) months 
and 0 days from the mail date of this letter. Failure to respond within the period for response will 
result in ABANDONMENT of the application (see 35 U.S.C. 133, M.P.E.P. 710.02, 710.02(b)). 

Conclusion 

Examiner note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
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teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the contest of the passage as taught by the 
prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen-Tai Lin whose telephone number is (571)272-3969. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-5:00) . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571)272-1915. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 
(571) 273-8300 for official communications; and 
(571) 273-3969 for status inquires draft communication. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Wen-Tai Lin 
June 23, 2008 
/Wen-Tai Lin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2154 
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